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Revenue Code of 1986 to repeal the re-
quired use of certain principal repay-
ments on mortgage subsidy bond fi-
nancing to redeem bonds, to modify the
purchase price limitation under mort-
gage subsidy bond rules based on me-
dian family income, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 830
At the request of Mr. CHAFEE, the
name of the Senator from Connecticut
(Mr. LIEBERMAN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 830, a bill to amend the
Public Health Service Act to authorize
the Director of the National Institute
of Environmental Health Sciences to
make grants for the development and
operation of research centers regarding
environmental factors that may be re-
lated to the etiology of breast cancer.
S. 871
At the request of Mr. CLELAND, the
name of the Senator from Indiana (Mr.
LUGAR) was added as a cosponsor of S.
871, a bill to amend chapter 83 of title
5, United States Code, to provide for
the computation of annuities for air
traffic controllers in a similar manner
as the computation of annuities for law
enforcement officers and firefighters.
S. 910
At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER,
the name of the Senator from Michigan
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 910, a bill to provide certain
safeguards with respect to the domes-
tic steel industry.
S. 920
At the request of Mr. BREAUX, the
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr.
MILLER) was added as a cosponsor of S.
920, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide a credit
against income tax to individuals who
rehabilitate historic homes or who are
the first purchasers of rehabilitated
historic homes for use as a principal
residence.
S. 946
At the request of Ms. SNOWE, the
name of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. EDWARDS) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 946, a bill to establish an
Office on Women’s Health within the
Department of Health and Human
Services.
S. 952
At the request of Mr. GREGG, the
name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. DASCHLE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 952, a bill to provide col-
lective bargaining rights for public
safety officers employed by States or
their political subdivisions.
S. 986
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr.
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of S.
986, a bill to allow media coverage of
court proceedings.
S. 989
At the request of Mr. FEINGOLD, the
name of the Senator from Michigan
(Mr. LEVIN) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 989, a Dbill to prohibit racial
profiling.
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S. 992
At the request of Mr. NICKLES, the
name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr.
KYL) was added as a cosponsor of S. 992,
a bill to amend the Internal Revenue
Code of 1986 to repeal the provision tax-
ing policy holder dividends of mutual
life insurance companies and to repeal
the policyholders surplus account pro-
visions.
S. 1006
At the request of Mr. HAGEL, the
name of the Senator from Missouri
(Mr. BoND) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 1006, a bill to provide for the energy
security of the United States and pro-
mote environmental quality by en-
hancing the use of motor vehicle fuels
from renewable sources, and for other
purposes.
S. 1017
At the request of Mr. DoDD, the name
of the Senator from Iowa (Mr. HARKIN)
was added as a cosponsor of S. 1017, a
bill to provide the people of Cuba with
access to food and medicines from the
United States, to ease restrictions on
travel to Cuba, to provide scholarships
for certain Cuban nationals, and for
other purposes.
S. 1039
At the request of Mr. AKAKA, his
name was added as a cosponsor of S.
1039, a bill for the relief of the State of
Hawaii.
S. 1042
At the request of Mr. AKAKA, his
name was added as a cosponsor of S.
1042, a bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to improve benefits for
Filipino veterans of World War II, and
for other purposes.
S. CON. RES. 3
At the request of Mr. FEINGOLD, the
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
DEWINE) was added as a cosponsor of S.
Con. Res. 3, a concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that a
commemorative postage stamp should
be issued in honor of the U.S.S. Wis-
consin and all those who served aboard
her.
S. CON. RES. 4
At the request of Mr. NICKLES, the
name of the Senator from Indiana (Mr.
BAYH) was added as a cosponsor of S.
Con. Res. 4, a concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress regard-
ing housing affordability and ensuring
a competitive North American market
for softwood lumber.
S. CON. RES. 43
At the request of Mr. LEVIN, the
name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. SPECTER) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. Con. Res. 43, a concurrent
resolution expressing the sense of the
Senate regarding the Republic of Ko-
rea’s ongoing practice of limiting
United States motor vehicles access to
its domestic market.

———

NOTICE OF HEARING

PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS
Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I would
like to announce for the information of
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the Senate and the public that the Per-
manent Subcommittee on Investiga-
tions of the Committee on Govern-
mental Affairs will hold hearings enti-
tled ‘‘Diabetes: Is Sufficient Funding
Being Allocated To Fight This Dis-
ease?”’ The upcoming hearings will ex-
amine whether sufficient Federal fund-
ing is being allocated to fight diabetes.
The subcommittee intends to hear
from children suffering from the dis-
ease, celebrities affected by diabetes,
scientists, and business leaders who
will explain the toll that this disease
has on individuals who suffer from it,
its impact on society, and current re-
search opportunities to find a cure. The
hearing will be held in conjunction
with the second Juvenile Diabetes
Foundation Children’s Congress.

The hearing will take place on Tues-
day, June 26, 2001, at 10 a.m., in room
216 of the Hart Senate Office Building.
For further information, please contact
Claire Barnard of the subcommittee’s
minority staff at 224-3721.

PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that Kathleen
Dietrich, a fellow assigned in my of-
fice, be granted the privilege of the
floor for the debate on the bipartisan
Patients’ Bill of Rights.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. SPECTER. I ask unanimous con-
sent that my deputy, Tom Swanton, on
leave from the Department of Justice,
be granted floor privileges for the
course of this debate in consideration
of the Patients’ Bill of Rights.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—
S. 1052

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that at 11:30 a.m. tomor-
row, Tuesday, June 19, the Senate pro-
ceed to the consideration of S. 1052, the
Patients’ Bill of Rights.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. LOTT. Reserving the right to ob-
ject.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mi-
nority leader.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, on my res-
ervation, I note a couple of facts have
to be considered at this time. That is,
the manager of the legislation is not
able to be here today. I have not been
able to talk with him. I tried to reach
him, as a matter of fact, this morning
by phone—that is Senator JUDD GREGG
of New Hampshire—and other Senators
who are directly involved in this legis-
lation. I have not been able to get
clearance to proceed at 11:30 a.m. to-
morrow.

Also, I understand the underlying
legislation that will be the vehicle we
consider was changed perhaps as late
as Friday afternoon. We are trying to
get a look at it and see exactly what
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changes have been made because that
will determine what first amendments
might be offered or what the tone of
the debate will be as we open this legis-
lation. I am sure we are going to be
able to go to the Patients’ Bill of
Rights in a reasonable period of time,
but at this time I have been asked to
object. So I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WAR-
NER). Objection is heard.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I say before
my friend leaves that we have copies of
the legislation, and we will be happy to
let anyone who wants look at it. I
hope, as the minority leader indicated,
that we can move to this bill tomor-
row. If not, of course, there are other
procedural things we can do to get to it
eventually.

I have spent time with Senator
GREGG in recent weeks, and he is a
pleasant man to be with. I know Sen-
ator FRIST is well advised about this
legislation. This has been going on for
years, and we hope we can finally dis-
pose of it one way or the other in the
near future. I not only appreciate what
the Senator has said but the tone in
which he said it. We look forward to
seeing if we can work it out tomorrow.

———

ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, JUNE 19,
2001

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that when the Senate
completes its business today, it ad-
journ until the hour of 10 a.m., Tues-
day, June 19. I further ask consent that
on Tuesday, immediately following the
prayer and the pledge, the Journal of
proceedings be approved to date, the
morning hour be deemed expired, the
time for the two leaders be reserved for
their use later in the day, and the Sen-
ate begin a period for morning business
at 11:30 a.m., with Senators permitted
to speak for up to 10 minutes each,
with the following exceptions: Senator
KYL from 10 a.m. to 10:30 a.m.; Senator
BROWNBACK from 10:30 a.m. to 10:40
a.m.; Senator DURBIN, or his designee,
from 10:45 a.m. until 11:30 a.m., with
Senator HOLLINGS in control of 10 min-
utes of Senator DURBIN’S time.

Further, I ask unanimous consent
that tomorrow, after the morning busi-
ness hour has expired, the Senate be in
recess from 12:30 p.m. until 2:15 p.m. for
the weekly party conferences.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

PROGRAM

Mr. REID. Mr. President, on Tuesday
the Senate—as I have talked with the
minority leader today—will convene at
10 a.m. with a period for morning busi-
ness until 11:30 a.m. If agreement is
reached, the Senate will begin consid-
eration of the Patients’ Bill of Rights
on Tuesday at 11:30 a.m. The Senate, as
I said, will recess from 12:30 p.m. to 2:15
p.m.
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ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that following the re-
marks of Senators SPECTER, KENNEDY,
and HELMS, the Senate stand in ad-
journment under the previous order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The

————

HEALTH CARE

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, to-
morrow I am very hopeful we will at
long last have the opportunity to con-
sider, again, legislation to protect
American patients from HMO abuses.
Across the country, we have seen
abuses as a result of HMOs interfering
with the decisions being made daily by
doctors, nurses, and family physicians.
Health care professionals are seeing
their decisions overruled by HMO ac-
countants who, in many instances, are
many miles away. These accountants
do not have the professional training
that the doctors and the nurses ini-
tially making that judgment and deci-
sion have received. They are not seeing
the patient and are more interested in
the bottom line for the HMO rather
than the good outcome for the patient.

This legislation has been out there
for nearly 5 years. During that period
of time, we have had some debate. We
have had some votes in the Senate, but
it seems to me we now have a chance
to finally give Americans the protec-
tions they want and deserve.

I will take a few moments this after-
noon to review, once again, what this
legislation is about. This legislation
recognizes that managed care too often
means ‘‘mismanaged’ care. We have
the opportunity to change that. We
should change it and establish a min-
imum standard of quality care. If indi-
vidual States want to build on those
standards, that should be the decision
for the States, but we ought to estab-
lish a minimum standard. That is what
this legislation, before the Senate to-
morrow, will do.

This legislation Dbasically incor-
porates the protections which are al-
ready in effect in the Medicare and
Medicaid protections. Many of the pro-
tections included in this bill have been
recommended by insurance commis-
sioners who are not Democrats or Re-
publicans. Actually, if you Ilooked,
there are probably more Republicans
than Democrats among this group. A
few protections included in the bill are
the result of the unanimous bipartisan
commission, set up 3 years ago, that
made a series of recommendations. The
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protections included here reflect a
unanimous vote by the commission.

I will review them quickly. It is im-
portant we understand the introduced
proposal now Kknown as the McCain-
Edwards legislation. I am a strong sup-
porter. Senator DASCHLE is a strong
supporter, as well as others. Over the
weekend, more than 44 State medical
societies wrote their Senators indi-
cating their strong support for this leg-
islation. As of this afternoon, more
than 600 health organizations from
across the country support the McCain-
Edwards legislation.

I would be surprised if the other side
can find about 15 supportive organiza-
tions. Virtually the entire medical
community—not only the professional
doctors, nurses, consumers, but the ad-
vocates—understand the importance of
this legislation and support it, along
with the senior organizations. The dis-
ability community understands this
legislation. This bill provides care for
children and others that have special
needs as a result of their condition.
Virtually every health organization
supports it. This bill has bipartisan
support.

Sixty-three Republicans effectively
supported this legislation in the House
of Representatives, and it has bipar-
tisan support in the Senate. I daresay
if one asks Republicans or Independ-
ents across the country—whether in
the upper parts of the State of Maine,
southern Florida, California, or the
State of Washington—this bill has
common interest and common concern
across the Nation. So many of the
issues we deal with in the Senate have
support only in one region of the coun-
try among one particular group, and
they usually face strong opposition in
other parts of the country.

The principal opposition—the sin-
gular opposition—is the insurance com-
panies and the HMOs. If one looks at
the breadth of support on our side, it is
not just the bipartisan membership
bringing this and supporting this, Re-
publicans and Democrats alike. Dr.
NorwoOD in the House of Representa-
tives, Congressman GANSKE, and others
in the House of Representatives—along
with Congressman DINGELL support the
bill. In the Senate, we have Senator
McCAIN and others, including Senator
SPECTER, who is on the floor at this
time, and other Members who support
this concept.

It is understandable because this bill
has compelling reason for protections.
They are commonsense protections.
First, we want to protect all patients.
That is very fundamental and impor-
tant. We don’t want legislation that al-
leges coverage for all, but creates suffi-
cient loopholes so large numbers of our
American families will not be covered.
President Bush has recognized this
principle. He wants to make sure all
families and all patients will be cov-
ered.

We talk about access to specialists.
It includes out-of-network service. I
can remember in my own family situa-
tion, my son Teddy was 12 years old,
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